FROM THIRTY YEARS WITH FREUD
This was his own attitude toward innovations
in psycho-analysis;   in his later years he usually
avoided expressing an opinion on newly published
analytic works. He needed a long time for a well-
considered verdict.   He was  tolerant enough to
appreciate others5 efforts in analysis along paths that
did not interest him, although he himself would
never venture upon such paths. After a lecture by
one of our colleagues on broad problems of charac-
ter neurosis, he remarked that he had limited him-
self to narrower aspects of the subject, but that the
new generation would wish to explore more remote
regions. " I myself have always sailed upon inland
lakes. But good for them who are striking out into
the open sea."
Whence comes the view so prevalent in America
that Freud was dogmatic ? Throughout thirty
years I never noticed a single trait of narrow-minded-
ness or dogmatism in him. In this book I have
included a letter of his (his reply to my criticism of
his Dostoyevsky essay) which testifies that he was
critical of his own work and freely admitted weak-
nesses where they existed. He was intolerant only
towards false tolerance. He insisted that psycho-
analysis, as a science, should adhere to its own
methods, and he tried to keep it free of the methods
of other sciences.
5
Occasionally he was pessimistic about the future
of psycho-analysis. I am told he once said that
analysis would suffer a lingering death after his
own death. Such a moody remark was certainly
only the reflection of momentary bad humour. In
later years he was always confident and optimistic;
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